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LAWS OF THE UN 1 EED STATES, PASSED AT THE Fills r 
SESSION OF THE NINETEENTH CONCHESS. 

[Public — No. 22.] 

AN ACT to equalize ttie duties on vessels of the 
Republic of Columbia (Colombia.) and their car 
goes. 

Be it enacted by the Senatr and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United Suites of America in Con- 
gress assembled, That no other or higher rate of 
duties shall be imposed or collected onvesselsof 
the republic of C olumbia (Colombia,) and their 
Cargoes, consisting of articles of tiie growth. pro 
duce, or manufacture oi said Republic, tha ne 
or inay be, payable on vessels ot the United Stales 
with cargoes composed as aforesaid. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted. That the Sec 
telary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to return all dunes which have neen as 
sessed since the twenty uinth January, eighteen 
hundred and twenty six, on vessels of the Kepnnlic 
of Columbia (Colombia,) and their cargoes .if the 
growth, produce, or manufacture of tncsai ' . Re- 
public, beyond the amount which would nave been 
payable on vessels of the United States and car- 
goes, composed as aforesaid, imported therein; and 
that ihe same allowances ofdrowback on expurla 
tion in vessels of the Republic of Columbia {Colons 
bin.) be made as on the like expor.alluii, in vessels 
of the United States. 

Sec 3. And be it further enacted, That this act 
shall continue and be in force during the tune ttiat 
the equality for which it provides shall, to all res- 
pects, be reciprocated in the ports of the Republic 
ofColurnbia (Coloin ia); and i , atany time hereaf- 
ter, the said equality shall not he reciprocated in 
the ports of the said Republic, the President may, 
and he u hereby authorized to issue his Proclama- 
tion, declaring that fact, wliei uupou this act shall 
coase and determine. 

JOHN W. TAYLOR 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

JOHN C. CALHOUN. 
Vice-President of the United Slates, and 
President of the Senate. 
Approved — April 20 182G. 

JOHN QUINCY ADAMS. 



[Public No 23.) 

AN ACT appropriating a sum of money for the 
repair of the Post Roads between J ackson and 
Columbus, in the State of Mississippi. 

B ' it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre 
sen tat: vis of the United States of American in Lou 
gross assembled , That the sura ul fifteen thousand 
dollars he, and the same is hereby, appropriated, 
for the repair oi the Post Road in the Indian conn 
try, between J ackson and Colum'uis, in the Stale 
of Mississippi, to be expended under the direction 
of the Postmaster General; and that the said sum of 
money he paid out of any money in the Treasury 
Out otherwise appropriated. 

JOHN W. TAYLOR, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives 
JOHN C. CALHOUN, 
Vice-President of the United Slates and 
President of the Senate. 
Atproved — April 20, lliJO. 

JOHN QUINCY ADAMS. 



F rom the Patriot. 

TO THE PEOPLE, No. 2. 

‘‘The altering se'tled rules concerning proper- 
ty, is the most dangerous way of removing land 
marks.” 

Chief Justice Parlor. 

The exercise of a power by the Judiciary, of 
nuaettling questions already settled and making 
new determinations which have a retrospect, 
has Seen reprobated again and again, bv iutelli 
gent chancellors and judges. More thanacen 
tury ago, chancellor Macclesfield, in the case of 
Wagslafff vs Wagstafff, (2d P VV. 258.) declared 
his opinion was, “never to shake any settled res- 
olution, touching property or the title of land, it 
being for the common good, that these should he 
certain and known, however ill grounded the 
first resolution might he.” This rude has been 
often recognized and declared by the Judges. 
The observance of it by the judges of Kentucky, 
was peculiary demanded bv the multiplied and 
complicated disputes concerning our lands. As 
the rules for settling these disputes were to be 
established by the court, so it was of the highest 
importance, that a rule once promulgated from 
the bench, should remain permanent and unsha- 
ken. For every after and counter rule, would 
of necessity act retrospectively, to stir up clutms 
which have been abandoned under the first de- 
cision, and to disturb those who had expended 
their money and labor in purchases and improve- 
ments, under faith of the former resolutions. It 
may he affirmed of that opinion of Macclesfield, 
that it was so replete with good sense and equity 
And lias been so often acknowledged by judges 
i/i their decisions, that it had become a rule of 
right, a right I me to guide other judges in their 
•xetcise of their legal discretion, and that any 
judge who departed from it, exercised by so do- 
ing. a wild, arbitrary and unlawful will. 

I shall proceed to shew the signal instances in 
which this rule of equity and sound sense, has 
keen violated by the late judges of the Court of 
Appeals. 

The law of Virginia enacted in 1779,(1 Litt 
Laws Kentucky . 4 6 ) declared, “that no survey- 
or shall at any time within twelve months after 
the survey made, issue or-ieiiver any certificate, 
copy, or pial of land, by him surveyed, except 



only to the person or persons for whom the same 
was surveyed ” &c. 

In consequence of this prohibition, the rule 
was well settled, that if an entry was made to 
adjoin a survey before t^at survey had been 
made twelve months, such entry could derive 
no aid from the description contained in the plat 
and certificate of survey. See Ward and Ken 
ton vs Lee, l Bibb 27; M’Craketfs heirs vs 
Steele; 1 Bibb 48; Clelland’s heirs vs Gray; t 
Bihh 40; Neale vs Galloway ; 1 Bibb 1 10; Davis 
vs Bryan; 2 Bibb 113-114; Davis vs Davis, 2 
Bihh 137. 

The cases above will shew that this rule had 
been recognized in six different cases, decided at 
different terms, and that seven judges of the 
Court of Appeals, Wallace, Ed wards, Trimble 
Bibb. Boyle, Logan and Clarke, had all concur- 
red without one dissenting voice. 

But this rule so often recognized and concur- 
red in by Bovle himself, in three ot the above 
leases, was changed in 1813, in the case ofCar 
json vs Hanway, 3d Bibb 1G0, by Boyle and Ovvs 
] lev and another, in an opinion drawn by Chief 
I Justice Boyle. 

When a rule concerning landed property, so 
[often resolved, settled by so many judges and 
'thrice assented to by Boyle himself, was to he 
(shaken, it is not unreasonable to have expected 
that Judge Boyle, in drawing the opinion in Car- 
son vs Hanway, from self respect at least if for 
no other cause, would have noticed his former 
opinions, and have endeavoured to assign some 
urgent reason for unsetling what he nnd so many 
other judges had settled. But this change of 
decision was despatched in these words; “When 
a survey has been so long made, that the law re- 
quires it to be of record.” (that is three months 

Litt. L. K. 412.) “It will he presumed to be 
so, and a call for its lines and corners in an en- 
try, will render it a part of the description of 
such entry.” 

This case of Carson vs Hanway, was followed 
in 1820, by Boyle, Owsley and Mills, in the case 
of Reed's heirs vs Dinwtddie, 3 Marsh, !9j;and 
again in Jackman’s heirs vs Walker's heirs, 3 
Litt Rep. 101. 

Why the holders of warrants should he bound 
to know what objects a surveyor had alluded to 
in a plat and certificate of survey, before the law 
allowed a copy, and at a time when the law for- 
hid a surveyor under heavy penalty, to 
issue any copy, the Judges have not in- 
formed us in any case. But some men will 
think, that when a settled rule concerning prop- 
erty,* was to he overturned by the judges, and 
the decisions of their predecessors and ol them- 
selves, were to be disregarded, some reason was 
due to the public The decisions before lU 13, 



| By the act of Virginia of 1 785 the principal 
surveyor of every county on the Western Waters 
j was iequired “to give to all persons claiming by 
entry within his county.” or (heir agents or at- 
torneys, Sic . either personally or by affixin r the 
same at the Court House door, notice ofthe day 
when he would proceed to survey the lands 
therein mentioned ; and if the owner of the entry 
failed to attend accordingly, by himself, agent 
or attorney, with chain carriers and marker, his 
entry to become forfeited; and the owners pfen- 
tries theretofore made, were required by that 
act, to appoint an agent or attorney in the county 
on or before the said first day of January 1787 , 
and to give notice of such appointment to thesur 
v eyor. See 1st Litt. L. K 454. This act was 
by various. acts of V trginia and Kentucky, contin 
ued, and the time prolonged for ’he performance 
of those duties irnposed upon the owners of en- 
tries to save them from forfeiture. 

Lpon these acts the Court of Appeals decided 
m the case of Sympson vs the Register, Printed 
Decis. p.. 259- 260, that it was not requisite for 
the owner ot an entry to appoint an agent in the 
county wherein he was residing; “and as to all 
entries, whose owners resided in the counties 
where the lands lay when the act of 1 78s was 
passed, their entries have not and cannot be- 
come void otherwise than by failing to attend 
the surveyor, as required by the acts of 1779 and 
1785.” 

This construction was again confirmed in May 
1804, in the case of Craig vs the Register, 1 Bibb 
310; and in November 1805, Jones vs the Re- 
gister, 1 Bihh 311; and in 1811, Kennedy us 
Bruce, 2 Bibb 372. The act of 1783, 1 Litt. L. 
K. p. 461, for giving farther time to the owners 
of entries to comply with the requisitions of the 
act of 1785, declared that the act of 1785, ap- 
plied to the counties where the entries were 
made These decisions were supposed to have 
settled this rule of property, and to have saved 
all persons from the forfeiture of their entries, 
who, at the passage of the act of 178 5, were res- 
ident in the county where their entries were 
made. So said the act of 1788 prolonging the 
lime given by the act of 1785, and so said the 
Court of Appeals in the cases above referred to. 

But in 1815, in the case of Badger vs Chiles, 

Bilih lit; Judges Boyle, Owsley and another, 
all the judges who sat in the former cases lieing 
off the bench, chanced this rule of property so 
long and so repeatedly settled, and declared that 
residence in the countv where the entry was 
made, and where the land lav at the passage of 
the act of 1785, was not sufficient to save the en- 
try from forfeiture; but hat the owner, as new 
counties were made, embracing the land speci- 
fied in his entry, was he t,. I to reside in the new 



were, that before n man could of right get a copy i [counties, or appoint an agent there 
of surveys, he was not bound to know what w ere j | 'I no rule had been Mil settled, that where an 



the descriptions contained in them. The decis- 
ions of Cat son vs Hanway .in 1813 and since, say 
a man is bound to know what is in a certificate ot 
survey although he could not get a copy, nor 
had any right to read it, inspect it nor demand 
the reading of it to him 

Bv this change of the rule which prevailed 
before 1813. the settlers upon surveys, ad ver- 
sa ry and conflicting with Walker Daniel’s survey 
of 8,000 acres lying in Shelby and Jefferson 
countips, have been sorely distressed. About 
thirty families who could not save themselves 
I hv the limitation of twenty years, have lost their 
plantations by the entry of Walker Daniel. Ac- 



j entry cues a certain base, an l to run off 'west- 
j warcily or northwardly. & c. from that base, the 
lines should be at right angles to that base, ant! 
extending out on the side referred to under the 
expression westtvardly or northwardly, as the 
case might he as will lie seen in the following 
casqs; 1790, Smith vs Grimes, Hughes, 18; 8f'0, 
Kenton vs vicConnell, Hughes 169; 1808, Craig 
us Hawkins, 1 Bibb 54; IstW, Calk vs Strilding, 
I Bibb 123; 1810, 1‘roble vs Vunhoozer, 2 Bihh 
120. Tiiis last opinion was drawn by Chief Jus 
tice Bovle himself. * 

But in 18 6, in the case of Fearne vs Taylor, 
4 Bibb 364, and petition for rehearing, 3.6 to 



cording to the decisions before 1813, Daniels en- j 390; Judges Boyle Owsley and another, although 
try was invalid, because it called for several sur [urged by a citation ofthe precedents, and by 
Iveys which had been made but three months j petition refused to follow that rule. Although 
■ anil seven days, when Daniels entry was made, j the base given, was certain and inimoreahly fix 



and those surveys were unknown to the gener- 
ality of persons acquainted in that neighbour- 
hood . But under the decisions of Carson vs 
Hanway in 1813; Reed's heirs vs Dtnwiddie, and 
Jackman t s heirs vs Walker’s heirs; the entry of 
Daniel took the benefit ofthe noted objects re 
[ferred to in the certificates of survey lor Rose, 
[Kempt and Lewis, and the entry was established. 
[The Supreme Cou t ofthe United States, in es- 
itablishing the entry of Daniel, after noticing the 
various cases in Kentucky before 1813, say in 
(the case ofElmondorf vs Taylor and others, [i0 
Wheaton t£3,] “it is then true that from 1806 to 
1810, the prevailing opiuion in the courts ol Ken- 
tucky, was that an entry could derive no aid Irom 
the description contained in the plat and certi- 
ficate of survey for which it called, until that sur- 
vey had been made twelve months.” 

I After noticing the divisions of Carson vs Han- 
way, Reed’s heirs vs Dintviddie and Jackman’s 
heirs, vs Walker’s heirs, the opinion says, JiO 
[Wheat, 165] “from the year 1813, then to the 
[present time, the courts of Kentucky have uni - 
'formily decided, that a survey must he presum- 
ed to be recorded at the expiration of three 
months from its date; and that an entiy depen- 
dent on it, is inlitled to all the notoriety which 
it possessed bv the survey. Me must consider 
this question as settled finally in the courts of the 
state, and that this court ought to adopt the same 
| rule, should we even doubt its correctness. The 
judges of the Supreme Court. Irotn that respect 
which they have always paid to the state tribu- 
nals on questions ot local law, would not shake a 
rule as last settled in Kentucky, “even should 
they doubt its correctness.” The Supreme Court 
ofthe United States, conform to the rules of good 
sense laid down by Barker, Macclesfield and 
(others, that the altering settled rules concerning 
property, is the most dangerous way ot remov- 
ing land marks; fit being for the common good 
'that these should be certain and known however 
ill grounded to first resolution might be.’ i 

Fortunate it would have been for the settlers 
within Walker Daniel’s survey, bad Boy ie, Ows- 
ley and Mi.ls understood and felt the tbrcc ol 
those sound maxims, and adhered to the settled 
resolutions ofthe judges, as beliveted before 
1813; happy would it have been for this country 
had they practised upon those maxims in various 
other cases 



ed, they decided that the call to run ‘from the 
extremities of said line westwardly. to form a 
square figure as nearly as vacancy would admit,’ 
[should not be at right angles, nor give a square 
figure as expressly called for in the entry; hut 
the figure ol the survey as directed by the courts, 
as if m btttlesque, ended in the shape of a heat- 
er to a box iron The square figure to which 
the entry had express reference, by the previous 
derisions (had they been followed,) would have 
been allowed. 

The pretence in this case of Fearne vs Taylor 
for not allow ing the square figure, is founded on 
(the expressions ‘as nearly as vacancy would ad 
[ mit;’ which are made to control the call fora 
[square figure, although no prior claims appear- 
jed. This operation here given to those words, 
as connected with the other parts of the entry, 
shews another disregard of settled rule. 

| A call to exclude prior claims, or to include 
vacant land, had been declared harmless and in- 
operative in these cases. Kennedy vs Bayne, 
Hard. It); 805, Drake vs Ramsay and Logan, 
[Hard. 34; 1808, Craig vs Cogar, Hard 386,-Wil- 
-son vs Fleming, Hard. 180; tb09, Jackson vs 
(Johnson’s heirs, 1 Bibb 58. In this case, lioyle 
was one of the judges who gov e the decision; 

, 1815, Overton vs Heed and Roberts, 4 Bibb 154, 
this last case by Boyle, Owsley and another. 
.This entry called to lie in the main fork of Bra- 
she;^£ creek, adjoining a former entry, and ‘to 
exttntrup both creeks, binding thereon, till the 



ding to the call for the exclusion of prior entries) 
of the first impression, since the repeated deris 
ions of this court, sustaining entries with like 
calls, it cannot now he permitted to prevail;’ and 
they cite ‘Hard. 34-384, Bibb 60,’ which are 
the cases of Drake and Ramsay vs Logan, Craig 
vs Cogar, and Jackson vs Johnson’s heirs In 
this case also of Overton vs Reed and Roberts, 
the judges refer to the case of Lashbrook and 
Hanson, 3 Bibb 54 i to shew the distinction he 
tween that case and Overton vs Reed and Rob 
erts Upon looking at that case, 3 Bibb 54 . it 
w ill be found that Belham’s entry was declared 
invalid because the base line was to tun down 
the creek three miles, when reduced to a straight 
line 'except obstructed hv a prior line.’ In the 
opinion, 3 Bibb 544-545; the judges say, we 
are aware that an entry giving a definite base, 
and calling for lines extending therefrom, a giv- 
en course so far as wall include the quantity of 
vacant land , or to include the quantity excluding 
ririor claims, has been held to be good.’ ‘In that 
case it is certain, that the lines from the base 
must at all events extend as far as will include 
the quantity, and farther than that, such entry 
has never been deemed valid. But in the pres 
ent case, the base is to no ex'ent certain.’ in 
Hanson and Lashbrook, it is ruled that a certain 
base, with lines therefrom to include the quanti- 
ty of vacant land, or excluding prior claims, is 
valid, and in Overton vs Reed and Roberts, an 
entry with a certain base and to extend up both 
creeks, ‘till the quantity he obtained exclusive of 
prior entries,’ is adjudged good for the whole 
quantity nearest the base. Rut these same judg- 
es Boyie and Owsley, who decided Hanson vs 
Lashbrook in 18U, and Overton vs Reed and 
Roberts in 1815 did, nevertheless, in Spring 
term 1816, decide the case of Fearne vs Bay lor; 
refusing to the entry, the benefit ot the ru'es pre- 
viously settled by themselves. At liioug ' • the 

entry had a certain immoveable base ot 400 
poles, and called to run off from the extremities 
ofthat base ‘westwardly to form a square figure ; 
yet the court refused to give the square figure, 
and refuse the quantity of 1,000 acres nearest 
the base, but brought the entry into a triangle of 
2..0 acres This triangular figure was directed 
to give operation to the expressions ‘as nearly as 
vacancy will admit.’ The excuse for this was, 
that the call to run westwardly from ihe base, 
admitted of a latitude to run to any point between 
norlh 4-, west and south 45 west. In asserting 
this, they oyerturned all the decisions before re 
ferred to on that subject, from Smith vs Grimes 
in 1790 down to Brehhle vs Vanlmozer in ICiO, 
decided bv Chief Justice Royle himself. And in 
giving effect and operation to the expressions “is 
nearly as vacancy will admit,’ they contradicted 
all the decisions from Kennedy vs Pai ne in 1805 
to Overton vs Reed and Roberts in 815, decided 
by themselves. In Craig vs Cogar, the con t 
said, ‘it is certain he intended at all events, to 
extend as fat from Ihe base line as would include 
the quantity.’ Did not the locater in the case 
of Fearne vsTaylor, intend at all events to ex- 
tend as far from each end of his base lice of 40U 
[poles, as would give the quantity ot LOoO acres? 
Did he not expressly call tor a sqnaie figure, and 
not for a three sided figure? Was lie not bound 
by the decisions in Hughes 18 169, I Bibb 54—1 23 
and Preble vs Vanhoozer, 2 Bibb 120, to run his 
‘westwardly lines at right angles to his base line? 
Yet the old judges, with the light of all these ca- 
ses before them', and pressed bv their own decis 
tons, would neither give himn square figure, nor 
his quantity, but only a triangle of tw o hundred 
and fifty acres. Was there any unccitamty in 
Fearne’s ca s e, until he had attempted to extend 
jliis survey beyond the square of 1,000 acres near- 
est to his' base line? Did not the same uncer- 
jtaintv exist in the case of Ovetton »$ Reed and 
'Roberts, which existed in the case ot fearne \s 
(Taylor? The distinction between Ihe ex pres 
jsions in entries, ‘exclusive ot prior claims,’ and 
‘vacancy’ is too subtile for common sense, it is a 
distinction w ithout a difference. Both expres- 
sions should have been harmless and inopera- 
tive, as well in Fearne vs Baylor, as in Overton 
vs Reed and Roberts, and in all the prev ion* ca- 
ses of like kind ; then the administration ofjustice 
would have been uniform. 

The space which the kindness of the Editor 
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According to a paragraph in the last Liver- 
pool paper, commercial aflaiis vve-e assuming a 
more favourable aspect. 

The accounts from Gottenhurgh were very a- 
lartt.ing. Seven nr eight houses had sloped pay- 
ment among them Prytz is said to have failled 
for 400,000 rix dollars. 

A London paper of the 22d ult announces on 
what it terms good authority, that “regard I e- 
ing had to the very delicate circumstances in 
which the King and Royal f mi'ti of Portu- 
gal are placed by the demist of thr Crown, and 
complex entanglements of Don Pedro, the exis- 
ting Regency is to be continued for some consid- 
erable time, ami to lie supported, by the influ- 
ence ofthe Biitish and French governments.” 

The same paper asserts that in order to over- 
awe, if requisite the Queen’s faction, a strong 
squadron ( English men nf war has been gradu- 
ally collecting in the Tagus, where it now re- 
mains; and where it cannot fail to inspire il,e 
necessary ronhdem e in the Regent and her Min- 
isters, against all opponents 
WELLINGTON’S MISSION TO RUSSIA. 

On the 20lh ult despatches were received at 
London from Lord Wellington at St Petersl urgh. 
The London Times ofthe 2 2d gives the follow- 
ing account of th objects of the Duke’s mission 
to Russia. 

LONDON. March 22 — We have much satis- 
faction in stating, that the mission of his Gra, e 
Ihe Duke of Willington has commenced under 
favorable auspices. If our intelligence be not 
incorrect, the first interview of his Grace with 
his Imperial Majesty bore the aspect rod merely 
of a gracious feeling tow ards the Ambassador, 
but of unequivocal con. ur fence in the great 
object of bis embassy — viz. the preservation of 
unbroken tranquility throughout Europe. 

It is understood— is we indeed, announced (be 
fact to be at the period ofthe Duke’s 'departure 
from this country — that he was charged with 
what mightbe termed credentials, from France 
anil Austria, and Prussia, as well as from < eat 
Britain all calculated to impress the cal no t of 
St Petersburgh with the conviction that the a- 
hove great powers are unanimous in their pur- 
pose — 

1st. Of Protecting the Greeks against the Ol • 

tomans. 

2 d. Of Protecting the latter against an attack 
from Russia. 

The Duke of Wellington is said tohaie e- 
ceived the most prompt assurances ofthe -1 ,s- 
laclion with uhiclrthe Emperor N" hob,s regar- 
ded the tir«t ofthe two object* explained to him, 
ann hiseutire acquiescence in the second 

The five most powerful States of Christendom 
are now, it is added, to unite in a common and 
peremptory declaration to the Grand Segnior, 
lhat Greece shall no longer he occupied tr invaned 
| by 1 is armies that he must give up all pretentions 
| to the sovereignty of that people , and cease in any 
'manner to molest them. 

On their part it is affirmed that the Greeks, 
aw are ol' t tie negotiation ith Russia and contem- 
plating its successful result, have offered .t.e 
constitutional 'I II rone of their country to e. h 
in succession offline foreign princes-tlie Duke 
of Sussex, Leopold of Saxe Coburg, and the Son 
of Gustavos the Swede, but that by none ol them 
h s the Royal pii/.e been accepted. 1 he Gtenk 
nation, however will lie left to the choice ofits 
own chief, aim ofthe form of government which 
best nitty suit its genious w ants or prejudices. 

With respect to Russia, she will feel the ne- 
cessity ol abstaining from any positive act, or 
e ven from demo strations and menances of ag- 
gression upon 'Bui key. There i* little doubt 
that Nicholas has doubles to contend with at 
home, which would not be appeased, but might 
be aggravated, by the Incidents anil casualties 
offoieign w arfare. A deduction therefore, of 
the military malcontent power oi Russia may be 
naturally anticipated by surrounding stales Let 
then, the Duke ol Wellington come back to Eng- 
land, alter happily concluding a neg. :a ion on 
the success of w hich lias depended rhe pea. e of 
Europe, and the only cham e of breathing time 
lor this overburdened and exhausted country, 
we shall hail the execution of sue h a task as 
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[has conceded to me in his columns,^ requites me iiniOM g t|,e most gl 1 mus ol bis uchiev emeots 
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to bring this number to a close But the cata- 
logue of w anderings by the old court Irorn settled 
rules, and of their self contradictions is not ended. 

1 have begun only. 

To the calm, peace loving, business men ofj 
Ithe country, ofall parties I address myself. Of 
those who have lands, property, trades, profes- 
sions, employments, or industry to acquire prop-j 
orty. who look to standing laws and fixed rules, 

erious and candid 



SlOCKHOL.l. March 10 —The terrible 
commercial crisis which is now felt in the chief 
mercantile cities in Europe, has extended us 
consequences to us. Some Goneiihurgl, houses 
have slopped payment, but it is hoped that the 
w orst ol them w ill be able soon to begin again. 
Our Exchange has not been much affected by 
these misfortunes, and the loss of those, w ho had 
the most connection with GoUschniiffJ 1 * incon- 
siderable Lut events m England have had an 



quantity be obtained exclusive of prior entries,’ 
[the words ‘till the quantity lie obtained exclu- 
sive of prior claims,’ were declared harmless and 
without effect; and the emry adjudged valid for 
[the whole quantity of 5,00o acres. If those 
[words could have had operation.it would be un- 
certain how far up the creeks, and how much 
land between creek and creek, would be exclu 
ded by virtue of the expression, ‘exclusive of 
prior entries,-’ whether the survey would or 
would not be interrupted between fork and fork 
by prior entries, would be the doubt. But accor- 
ding to the cases of Drake and Ramsay vs Logan, 
Craig vs Cogar, and Wilson vs Fleming, before 
referred to, this entry was declared good. In 
Overton vs Reed and Roberts, 4 Bibb l5o, the 
judges in the opinion drawn by Owsley, say, 
•whatever doubts might exist as to the validity of 
this entry, were the objection oow takeu (ailu 



to protect their righ s. I ask a 

(consideration of these numbers. I invoke the' immediate and very injurious effect. 

honorable members of the profession ofthe law. j 

'to look to the means by vvliirh it has been render j LONDON Wednesday, March 22, 1826. 

| ed respectable and useful in other times and in j The fallowing are extracts from the French 

other countries I call upon y on all to stand papers ot Sunday, whtcli arrived last night, it 
forth and reproach the irregular fluctuating de- would appear liom the mail rid correspondem? 
[visions of the old court ; and to aid in securing a ol me Quotidieone, that a grand discovery has 
'uniform administration ofjustice by fixed rules, been made lr. the Mintsteiof Ferdinand — imme- 
I ,,ot made and unmade at the pleasure of the Jy, plots ate formed agaiust monarchical Gov- 
judges. A people who hold their rights by the eminents m Bans, Naples and London Docs 
tenure nflaws prescribed bv the majority of their j an insurrection against a ruler like the King of 

the necessity of 1 foreign ro. spi- 
Londem Times. 



lenure 01 mws jiresci iucii me Hinjui nj u cui ivcuv. 

‘representatives, not to be changed but by like [ Spain suppose 
consent ofthe Legislature, and by fixed rules of. racy. — 



conduct uniformly applied, are freemen But he 
who consents to hold his rights at the will of a 
few, whose responsibility is tar removed, w ho fix 
and unfix rules ot right, and make and mar laws 
as they list, will be a bondman . 

HAMPDEN SIDNEY. 



R \G3, RAGS. 

I WILL give, two and a halt e n s per lb, for good 
clean lmen and 0 to n rag* deliver d at m> store 
comer ol Cheap Side. Lexington. 

K C. W. ANUBHSON. 



From the Etoile, dated Monday, March *0. 

FRANKFORT, March 14. 
Fxtract fem the 5th setting ofthe German Diet , 
held the 2d oj Jliarch, 18:6. 

“His Excellency the Minister Piesideut pre- 
sented a noie from Baron A'isteil, Privy Coun- 
sellor of his Majesty the Emperor of Russia, his 
Envoy Exitaoi uinary and Munster Plenipoten- 
tiary, uatetl the -nth of February, by which he 
communicates to the Diet a summary view 
o: il-e result ot the inquiries winch have 
hitherto taken place ituo the events thaw. 



